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1 )□ Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) ^ Claim(s) 1-29 is/are pending in the application. 
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5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) E3 Claim(s) 1^29 is/are rejected. 
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8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 
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Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
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Specification 

Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of the 
disclosure. 

The abstract should be in narrative form and generally limited to a single 
paragraph on a separate sheet within the range of 50 to 150 words. It is important that 
the abstract not exceed 150 words in length since the space provided for the abstract 
on the computer tape used by the printer is limited. The form and legal phraseology 
often used in patent claims, such as "means, "comprises/comprising," " and "said," 
should be avoided. The abstract should describe the disclosure sufficiently to assist 
readers in deciding whether there is a need for consulting the full patent text for details. 

The language should be clear and concise and should not repeat information 
given in the title. It should avoid using phrases which can be implied, such as, "The 
disclosure concerns," "The disclosure defined by this invention," "The disclosure 
describes," etc. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

Claims 1 - 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 
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Regarding claim 1 , the phrase "in particular" (line 2) renders the claim indefinite 
because it is unclear whether the limitation(s) following the phrase are part of the 
claimed invention. See MPEP § 2173.05(d). 

Regarding claims 8 and 22, "or a combination of them" (line 3) is indefinite 
because it is not readily clear as to what is included or excluded in the group. 

Regarding claim 19, "the treatment" (line 8) lacks antecedent basis because such 
has not been recited. 

Claims depending on claims 1 and 19, directly or indirectly, are necessarily 
rejected. 

It is also noted the recitation of "it" in claims 1, 2, and 19 - 28. The neutral aspect 
of the recitation renders those claims indefinite as it is not readily clear as to which 
limitation the recitation refers to positively. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claims 1 - 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Yoshioka et al. ("Yoshioka") U.S. Patent No. 5479173. 

Regarding claims 1 and 19, Yoshioka teaches supervision of an exterior 
environment of a motor vehicle, said system adapted for detecting the presence of 
objects susceptible to collide with said vehicle (fig. 2; col. 3, lines 26 - 27), within a 
determined supervisory area (as illustrated in figs. 4 and 10), covering at least one dead 
angle (outside envelope 70), and the system being of the type comprising a capturing 
device (11) suitable to acquire images or information samples regarding presence 
captured from the exterior, representative of an object included in said supervisory area 
(col. 4, lines 28 - 37 at least), and one electronic system which comprises at least a 
system (processor 12) for processing and analyzing first input signals obtained through 
said capturing device (see figs. 1, 5, 8) which generates exit signals (output through 
item 12) as a function of the input signals (from item 11), characterized in that it further 
comprises at least means (13) for detecting trajectories, associated and in cooperation 
with said electronic system to vary said supervisory area to be covered by the capturing 
device as a function of second signals, processed and analyzed, obtained by said 
means for detecting trajectories, but fails to explicitly teach installing the system in an 
exterior rearview mirror and varying the coverage area as a function of second signals 
processed and analyzed by the trajectories detecting means. 
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However, Yoshioka has been shown to teach a danger level judging section. 
Such a teaching suggests that it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention to vary the output signals in order to adapt to different 
environment depending on the collision level detected. As to installing the system in an 
exterior rearview mirror, such involves only routine skill in the art. 

Regarding claim 3, Yoshioka further teaches at least one accelerometer (item 6; 
col. 4, lines 16 - 17 at least). 

Regarding claim 4, Yoshioka further teaches means (7) for the acquisition of data 
for turn sensing of the vehicle. 

Regarding claim 5, Yoshioka further teaches at least one device (5) for turn 
detection in the steering wheel of the vehicle (col. 4, lines 15 - 16 at least). 

Regarding claims 8-12, Yoshioka further teaches a combination of a mobile 
camera (1 1 ) and a radar system (4) for the detection of the trajectories (as illustrated in 
fig. 1 at least). 

Regarding claims 15-18, making the capturing device an infrared ray system 
and an ultrasound system with at least one emitter and at least one receiver, 
respectively, involves routine skill in the art. 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 2, 6, 7, 13, 14, and 20 - 29 are objected to as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form (including 
overcoming the §11 2 ^2 above) and including all of the limitations of the base claim 
and any intervening claims. 

The prior art of record fail to teach a system/method for the supervisionof ah 
exterior environment of a vehicle comprising, among other limitations, detecting 
inclinations of the vehicle associated and in cooperation with an electronic system to 
vary the coverage area by a capturing device as a function of second and third signals 
processed and analyzed (treated) by a means for detecting inclinations. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to /Yonel Beaulieu/ whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
6955. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon., Wed. & Thur. between 0900 
and 1600. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Thomas BLACK can be reached on (571) 272-6956. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Yonel Beaulieu/ 
Yonel Beaulieu 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3661 



